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4 Today, more chan ever before, there 18 ‘Le 
‘that. eet aErOn. is a contthuous, lifelong apa chat 


= SO ‘se ould be’ rT to the needs of the community. Increas- 
" 


= 


“ingly, educators and local citkzenry are expressing the belief 
that the. public s.cho 1 should provide. programs that extend \ 
beyond the scope of traditional ‘educationa systems. - The 
‘community ‘education process addresses suaeh amaneras by: 
involving the public Jn the local educational decision making 
proxess; achieving greater interagency: cooperation i the | 
‘planting ‘and delivery of services; maximizing the utilization 
ofsphysical, financial, and human. resources; “and improving ~ 
and expanding programming for eit aes groups. —  y 
— . In” the late 1960' Poeveral districts in New Jersey 
Cerne oe unique features and potential of the 
community education concept, initiated, their own eommatitey 
'schools. During the past few years, a more concerted effort 
has been made toward . ecarcyide adoption of the communi cy, 
4 education philogoptiy. _*. . — ie 
| With passage of ie ‘papnné Educationsct of 1975 in 

New Jersey “(N.J.S.A. 18A:7-1 et. st eg the Legislatufe ~ 

provided for a "thorough and efficierté" (T sk) planning 

| process that Ls respoitsive to the needs of. She hones ae 
\ _ the communi. ty and the state, “Ag a PEOeeee eee school . | 


' improvement, T & E recognizes that public, awareness and 


: % . : . %, a ee . : ‘ * . 
i _ public involvemewt in the education process are critical 
~ 4 ° . r a : . 7 ‘ . 
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x Ne PO and eleberoce: mandat is that opportunity. be provided by 
wy. local Stetices for macimum citizen involvement : . 
, The core of T & oP is embedded in a systematic 
Slang process chlling for the deve lopment. of educa- 
tional goals; the determination of educational needs based. 
ort the goal statements ; implementation’ of program improve- - | : 


“f a 


i ment steps based.on identified needs; and’ program/budget 
evaluation. New Jersey is unique in terms of empcema enter 
this overarching reform law ky virtue of the fact that 
oA uO local autonom\is protected since the localmtistricts so - 
ie ; bie own goals, objectives atyd sb ndards for imprevement | 
under the accountability: umbrella Provecem Dy the ‘skate. te. . 
The other eritical. faced, obwiously, of the T& E = 
process is the involvement and - per re ee of the’ 
_ . , community in the determination of the educational mission 
and educational priofities be for the school: system. .% | a _ 
oe : . ° These legislative factors in New Jersey, saa with : _ 
econdmic factors for tore complete Paeviipics utilizationy * 
g ~ by gcommutitty menbers, ‘spearheaded a a PEene thrust toward 
e community education concept in fhe past, ‘few years. 
Addit tonal fompecus fpr eoomua te? education prograths 
stem froth the federal level in terms of \the a peneeh ve 
eS Act | (PL, 93-380>-section 405. of 1974) ,, and "ErdmeNew Jersey's 
. © : own intra-agency push launched by che: Soverner vs task aoe 
" (1978). These elements, \idin conjynction with Mott Foundaion 
seed tloney and support, have seewidea an cee baseline 4 
"os le for the dévelopment, and réfinenent of commins ty education 44 4 
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Definition + ; 7 ; : 
Ls rer It is useful at this point tp provide a @eaeton Se 3 
ae conmuni ty education since the tery Ls sometimes used synony ~ ° 
mous Ly with that p£\ community school. Thre difference between 
. the — terms is that community education is the overall ~ - 
philosophy, whereas che community school isthe physical - 
- facility through which the services are delivered. Community | 

; aducation shouldgbe viewed as a process and a producy that x 
| "is concerned with everything thie. affects che Walden. ~” 

of all citizens within a- given community. This, definition 
extends fhe ote, of education roa the traditional : ake of 

‘ ; teaching Hiraren, to that of identifying the wants, needs, 
_and, problems, of the cotal community. Conceptually, one “can , 

identify eight minimum ‘elements of a _commund ty education | P 
“ : | program process "to encompass: the folveuian: ._ » &4 
| : 1. School InvolVement: The Peogtan prowess must provide a { 
a the direct and substantial involvement of a pyblic elementary , . 

: ; or secondary school in the administration and dperation of 
: the program, |: + : , 
“ a i . 4g yo. 
a a 2 .> Community Served: The progean/ process mug, serve an identi- -” - 


fied community which Should be coextensive with the school , 
attendanceLarea. 


Vv ‘ @ 
Program/process - 
* sefvices to the community mugt be sufficiently concentrated _ 
/ “and coltprehensive ‘in a speciNc public facility, including, but 
P ae. not Limited to, a public elementary or secondary school, a 
/"  * spublic community or junior college, or a community recreation ° 
' or park center, in terms of scope and nature of program services. 


’ 7] 4. Scope of Activities and Services: ‘The prggram/process 


. gi i must extend the program activities and servi offered by, 
F " ‘and uses made of, the public facility in terms of the scope an 
‘ - i nature of program services, ‘the, target population served, and 
(the: hours of service. we 
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re ‘ - 5. Cotttunity Needs: Tha a ere this t include x 
™ systematic and effective prooedures for identifying 
~ and documenting on a continuing basis the needa, ~~ , “4 
-, a ada and coficerns of rue commun. ty. 


' 6. Commie Resources and bees ency poset oive ; 
. Arrangements; The ‘program/procesa must provide for ‘ a 


< : the. identification and utilization to the fullest extent | 


a : possible of tha adutational, cultural, recreational, and 
' ; , other existing and planned ndsources located outside of 
the school, : . 3 ‘ 


: 4 ( 
* 7. Program Clients: The program/process must: be designed . 
to serve all age groups in the corimunt'ty . : 


8. Community Participation: :* The progran/process mee ) 
tw 


oa provide for the active -and continuoys olvement, on ‘an 
(fs « » ° advisory basis, of institutions,- g¥oups and indiv duals 
., in the planning and carrying out of the program, (ocluding 
involvements in the assessment of. community need artd ° 
resources and program evaluation. é 
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Bytionale for Study | - 22 


, 7 New Jersey, through a: var leey of funding sources (HEW, 


° OE, and the Mott Foundation), has initiated a series of 


r ’ 
programmatic ‘and proceds | responses ee the need for community. 


. 
. 


education, and in cases where community” education programs 
. “ 


,- 
| a AgSY exist, has called for an expansion of: these programs. 


— 


-. * All of en ee require a somewtiat non- -tradfeiomal 


ne evaluation ‘approach. . : _ ad 
+ 3 . Saas S ; 
. It “is the sechates of nes seas : 
a 3 eo ¢ w - 
" etl ‘ 1. ‘to present and sapip a | conceptual andet “for the. 
, planning/evaluation of cee. education 
programs; ' 


~2, to report the fiwia-teas, findings on the utility i 
» . of. the planning/evaluation. model as a paradigm 3 
- for the evaluation of generic commund ty education 
‘ programs. . ., a ae ad . 


. 9 a ae 4 
we Given the multi-faceted aspects’ of community education, id 

; ; ‘ . , . th a , ‘ ~ ’ A as : : - 
( a an evaluation schema, re ta to the. various. components. 
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“atte for this pijot study. The’ Lakewood program had been 


“of the communi ty ies process, -wag developed ich would 
\ 
serve progtam managers both in terms of a planning mechanism 


and an evaluation peur. a gH 4s | _ 
_ = 
V The Context, pee Process, Product (CIPP) evaruet ten 
model depresentéd in Figuye i 1g based on, the work of 


Daniel Stufflebeam (1971) and. is intended to apply to any 
community educatsion programmatic or process oe Figure 2. 
delineates the criteria which poumuni gy education progranis 

in New Jérsey’ must satisfy to be in accord with the intent .” 
of ~ the athe! 8 T & E Legislation and with the 4hilosophy and 


concepts of a cog nity, edueurion Program, : s 


‘ 


J Consequ tly, fhe decision: was mage to Took até an 
paereaey existing program’ since a program in its initial 
aide stage ‘woaka not havéenabled the application of ~ | 
‘the snviea model. To field- test’ the useability of thig 


“approach (te field-test the model), a site was - 0) OPO 


ae 
selected in on Jersey which had ney ongoing rae eal od 


@ 


school program id a pumber | of years Upon the 


recorinendation of the SEA Commu ty Education Project 


Director, Takewood was identified as the most viable 


"ongoing since 1966. when a ‘community task: force spear - 
oo development” of the program in Lakewaad after they: 


had returned ficdm an exploratory ‘visit to the Flint, 


h - 


@ . Ot ges 
a a ~ ae ; 
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chi an exemplary program. 
; 8 


1 The. model , _ deséribedsabove, was “utilized to retro- , | " ; 
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\epectively a the Lakewood Community School Peeer ans: 
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OBJECTIVE 
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ty 


- Diagnose problems preventing noel 


) 


2 A . 2 * 
ie ‘ 
- 
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En a Sag ns A ne ne ree ee 


’ 


To provide information to determine how to 
utilize resources to sttnin project objectivert 
A. Identify and assoan 2% 
1) reM@vant agency capabilittess 
2) atratogtes for achteving object iveg, 
d) designs for, strategy implemontat ton. 
B. Review altarnative designs of 
_ 1) resource, time and budget reqttrements; 
) 
4 
[3 


desired and actual 
conditions, 

Identify unmet needs,and unused 
opportunities, » 


satisfaction and utilization 
opportunities (diagnosing prohjen 
provides essential bases for 
developing. obhyectives which will, 
lead fo program improvement) 


potential procedural barriers; 
consequence and coats.of overcoming} 
relovatice of design and project 


aS Fw objectives, Ne ae 
- -— ; ef 
A conceptual analysts to tdenttify] !. Committee deliberations, ‘ > Four essential features: 
and define the limits of the 2. Search of related project objectives. ~L. Provision for full- 
Jomalu to be served and its ae 3. Employ consultants. 7 < time, process 


evalu Yr. 
joattaments for des 


major sub-parts. 4, Pilot expertmental projects. 


CONTEXT p ‘ INPUT 


Se Raa is toiaall ic exis Gents en . . OS pe ranean ms acess pain 
a ie 2 Dab ine.telavent analecusent t. 


- Describe 


ERANENURK FOR PLANNENG EVALUATION UF COSOUNITY LOUCATION Progecrs! 


Process. , 


. 


1.. To provide’ pelod tc 
feedback t0 reapon- 
sible people. 

. To detect or predict 
defects tn tnplemen- 
tation, 

- To provide {nforma~ 


tion for prpgrammot ic 


decisions. 
- To maintain a record 
of proceduras, 


arene | 


PRODUCT 


Qt ieee ——— 
To meqaure and -tnterprat). 
attainments dyring and” 

at ceactiatoe at profect 


a 
bs 
a ae . 


‘d 


pe ee 


- Devise operat tonal- 
definttions of 
objectives. 

- Measuring criteria 


, sof 2. Empirical study to identify wninet . , 2. hsdocitated with acti- 
, { ‘ needs and unused opportunitles - i ergjbing the process. vity objactiver. 
(1.0., survey of local adwit : . 8 3. Regular feedback meet} 3. Comparison of there 
* . population re unmet needs, etc.). |, 7 : = ings between process measurements with pre- 
J. Combine empirical and conceptual - evaliiator and project determined standards. 
+ analyses with theory and author- bs Netalf. 4. Make rational inter- 
. Jatatkye optnton toward problem 7. . : 4. Fraqvent updating of pretationa of outrome 
iy } solution. : \ * process evaluation using recorded conto 
wu : design. Jupot and process inf¢ 
1 ree = ee 2 een ee Tr mannan reneenrenrrarraraany nemata vaminenn atm terran ee - . a fed 
RELATION TO f Spect€ics: Provides t{nformation for determining: Provides information for In change process, 
* DECISLON- “oe . ; anticipating and over- | products evaluation a 
MAKENG UNs 1. Tha setting -to be served. 1. 1£ outside assistance necessary to achieve coming procedural pro-..| provides informat ton for 
TIF (CHANGE 2. Goals to be sought. objectives; : blems for making pre~ deciding to continue, 
PROCESS a. OWpectives to be achteved. 2. strategy to be used now or available solutions; | programmed decisions fod terminate, modify or re- 
e 3. procedural design for implementing selected for interpret ing project] focun su activity. . 
> strategy. , outcomes. ; . ‘ 
we . ‘ ‘i x : 
. ~ * . _.* eee tee 
+ * in to t r ° 
ewes ee et - : = a Tey 
Nhts nade l wos developed by D. Stuf Cldbeam. ; > roy ee 


: — a rr ffrcuré 2 a a co 
3 : af : 
| an MUST ee FOR COMMUNITY’ EDUCATION PROGRAMS ‘2 
. , | NEW JERSEY | | 7 


: Elements of = , efits of ‘Comhun ity 
T&E : \ ky | fducation - 


») , Evaluation Model 


ae 


e goal development _ es Hook ‘i oteanedt ~~. 4 & i, ome - e Context evaluation 
e needs identification ; oe démmunit ty served 7 - 1. objective. 
_ . a ; = — 7 & a ‘ 2. method =~ 
1 @ program/budget selection @ public Faciaiey? as a ; : , LF rélation to deci- 
f comiunity/¢ ee J : ©. \ en making in the 
.@ implementation cycle - ae . ae ange process. 
. : ; ‘scope of activitive and .. f ~ . 
. * @ program/budget evaluation “services _ te 4 wy ‘@ Input evaluation 
vf a _ : : ; ov) an a o a : . e “4 os . 
: @ community needs “’ en ee ° ‘1, gbjective 
. —— e.g - ee fro ts, 2, method 
- Discussion. as © community resources and . "2734 * Bye relation ‘to deci- * 
ee ‘: interpkency cooperative ic = 74... 7 ston+making in the 
The program satisfied arrangements ref to i - ©, ‘change process 
legislative intent ‘ 77 ee OE ade | 
~ of T & E mandates. \e Program - Co / 7+" *  ‘@ Process evaluation 
@ ¢ community Bark Loapatton Oe ge of." 1, objective : 
; ty ae Fe Be ‘2. method 7 
: eo Mage ’ ~ +3. relation: to’ ‘dect~-”. 
& ea ae a a “7. ~ sion making in tHe . 
F Digcussion : ts “. a | F change process © 
The program satisfied. OS ee gt 7. @ Prose} serail - 
“ philosophy and concept sx fo °4 cg : 
of community. education ° a ee objective ee 
10 programs. — : yo ED MnettHigd 7 : 
: 7 4 a ae oy @ eet Sa, OS relation to deci- - 
. ee oe a, SO we sion ‘making in the. - 
Jf - 4 | a ee ee ee a re ae ~ Schahge process 
: fe a 8 aa he haa 
ae a a eo~Tth act eva uat om: 
\ : : / nuk one ra el Pe iy P 
: .. ® a Py ee . _ |x awareness | 7 if 
Lm ee \ TO a. : — ° "+2. involvement _ 
2 _ * 4 a a commitment =~ 
; eee a oo Ae attfion 
ee ad s wre ee . 5 internalization. = 


es =, . In essence, this study, al Lowel the exploration, development 
| and ee: a muledt-dihena ional plahning/evaltation 
* Ssthema “nich not only fulfilled New Jersey sfate statutes, _ 
: but also peepouded to federal iar a well as, having 


applicability for. other: wee of esncacacnal ed 


a “Methodology && — = — e 
| * After components of the giodeb ver Weterined, and ete, 


. . Lakewood was? sele¥ted ‘as the site for fletd- testing the 


multi- dimensional planning/evaluation achema for community. 
. [~ m education, an aya cceton plant wag developed for. conducting 
. ed u e 


pny the study. It was: interided | ‘that the model would provide * 


a, “must criteriia" framework ain’ which a retrospective 
\ . 


pe. analysis of the progess “would ke coriducted. | 
: 1 Data wexe obtained from a variety of sources. | > 
| al Interviews 1 \ , ro, 
7 oo | Agi inte siepcotocal was developed which “elicited ‘information. 


‘regarding the key elements in the program. (See Appendix.) 
A series .of 20 inferviews were conducted in Lakewood, by: the 
authors, ‘with people {involved with the program. Ten of these 
people (50%) .were -involved in-initjating the effort, in fact, 
: ; five of thew were part of the original group that went’ ta * 

. ae Flint, Michigan to learn about community education in 1966. 
mo - -0f.the ,total group interviewed, 16 (80%) are qtill actively 
‘involved with the Cotmunity School in a varfaty of ways, 

a _. t.e., Member of Community School Board; Assistant Superinten- 
'y - eo - dent, Board of Education;. Township Business Manager; Coordinator, 
oo Adult Hispanic Program; Director, NAACP Lakewood Chapter. A 
20-item Likert type rating scale, Impressions eee Community 
School, (ICS) (Wood and Santellanes, 1971).was completed by 
_ gach of the people after thé interview. The ICS elicited 
\ responses to ganeral questions, impressions, and/or opinions 

. : * regarding the Lakewood Community Education program. 


s . < : \ 


, . a 
‘ & ; . : . . . . ¢ nN 


B. | 3 Staff Evaluation Questionnaire / 7% . ‘ 


a | A staff evaluation questionnaire (Wood and Sante ianea: 1977), 
0 consisting of. geven open-ended quest fons regarding progran | 
effectiveness (see Appendix ) wag administered to 13 staff 


ae 
s fe, 


- 2 , ‘: ane i. : , Z 3 « 
3 , ne 4 


g7 
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« i oe ‘ ba 


: eh oe <M OY 
. or oe members. The ICS was completed by er, ae - % SS 


7 C. Participant _ ‘Quest ldnngize i - ; . 
TA queetiounndes (Wood and Santellanes, 1971) eliciting a a 

; information both descriptive and qualitative regarding the 

a ee oe, was designed for program participants. (See 

i a « oa Se andix.) A total of 117 questionnaires .and ICS forms | 

“+ ee . ae thaited to community embers. Of the 117 forms, 12 were 

* - ratuined -betause ‘they were undeliverable, .and hence,. only.” 

ee - x2 = B02“ ‘of. the questionnaines § teached their destination.? A 


feast a . * total of 41 people rasponded to the mail aurvey,, yielding a 
e » # - fee Vesponse rate of 40%. 


ir x : Another 37 participant questionnaires and ICS forms were 
_ administered by the authors’ to communi ty® members on-site in 

. os. : Ehedr: evening. classes .-> i ; we s 24 
of the ‘total 85 participant, responses obtained (41 mailed 
and 45 administered) omly 72 ICS’ forms-were used for data 
analysis. ‘Thirteen, participants (6 mailed and 7 administered) 
who complefed the questionnaires, did not react at all to the 
aie and consequently, Mex not - ‘included in the analysis. 


2 


“ D. Neighborhood Awareness Questionnaire : 


e 6 A neighborhood awaréness questionnaire (Wood and Sinteihacss.: 
1971) eliciting general awareness knowledge from the respondent 
. regarding the Lakewood Community Schdol, wag administered by a ; 
research assistant, working with the authors, to 34 community ~_ 
members. (See Appendix.) . This was accomplished by the . _ _ ; 
research assistant stationing herself in strategic spots.in' ©  ~ 
the community’ (post office, supermarket, bank, and two minority 


community program offices), to allow for polling a Cross-section 
of ‘the community. om 


var er . E. Other Data ee a ; 


The other sources of. duformation were: the Annual Reports. of 
_ he program from 1966-1978. -Analysis of these data provided 
me indications of longitudinal changes in the dynamics, 
enrollments, and offerings of the program. The Summer Recrea- 
tional Program Annual Reports were also examined for similar om 


: - . .. @lements, as, it serves as nny apibaa eet of the Community Schoof 
‘ during the summer and has the samé director. 


é ‘ fing 288 


br 
Cd 
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the development of a resort community featuring numerous: 
; € 


~ _ ee 2) a | | ; \ 
A ae. wee « a | 
APPLICATION OF THE CIPP MODEL. 7 — 


aad 
a : 


“the “CIPP modes was plied to an. historical reconatruc- 


tion of ene existing variables’ at. the time the program was: 


initiated, In the following sectién, each od of the 


aden is, ‘Aiecussed and. the component elements are a ee, 


traced to ‘their current’ status. “This mexhodology provided 
‘ \ 


a vehicle for examining the yiabilitysof the model for other’ 


community education programs. Specifically, if each of’ these , JA 
comportent parts are functional, théy- should have p Potential 


for peley a planning and improvement. 


ots r ‘ oe 
tf YY 


i i Context Evaluation 
ee 


The Relevant Environment: Background Information ae, 


Lakewood has a unique history. The town is located in a 


‘part of New Jersey that ie a a more moderate climate than 


surrounding areas within a radius. of 200 miles. ‘ This led: to 


hotels which catered to multitudes of guests and visitors. This : S 


was the main industry for 40 years. However, in the- 1960's, - * 


‘air travel made it possible for people to vacation in warmer, 


more exotic ‘places. One by one, the large hotels started 
closifkg and ie other employment was readily available for the 
Large numbers of minority group members who had worked -in the 
ouetsc There had been a small “chicken farm industry, but that, 
cou, declined with the hotels. ; 


‘ Additionally, Ocearr County has very Eaber social welfare’ 


benefits which were, and still are, very attractive to ee 


a 


id 


a : a 2 a a Sey 
immigrants and others seeking to relocate. Consequently, 
, there was an influx of minorities to Ocean County who sought ( 
to avail themselves of the public assistance provided unt id 
. _ they sbtained employment. They settled: in the already. 
‘ an established minority éommuriities , thereby, substantially | = 
-* increasing, the numbers of monty group people ‘in Labawood. 
' Concommitantly, ‘many ies people had also moved to 
; oe Lakewood's retifement’ communities. They liked cher Bpeciel 
features of the ‘climate and were already familiar with 
Lakewood from its hotel and resort era. i a 
NES: the mid-1960:" Ss witnessed considerable growth oe 
two segments {: \. population, the. elderly and the minorities. 
ee Neither group was enthusiastic about local sducation: the 
elderly felt they/were paying taxes and not getting ‘a return; 
the minorities felt that the schools were not meeting their . 
needs. Hence, there was little support for the school budget . 
Also, the Black community was responding to the militancy of 
that period by lashing out at the community howevér they | 
could. They were diédétontent end agitated. One of the préblems 
was that youth had no place tolwhich they could: go for, construc- _ 
ase and/or recreational activities. | ) _ 
The "town fathers" were concerned. In a total population 
oF approximately 18,000, 35% were minority group members (with 
\ a small number of Hispanics), and 15% were senior eletaens: 
It was at this ie that the President of ae Lakewood Board | 
of Education first learned of the community education program 


in Flint\ Michigan. He convinced the Township Manager that it 


et) 


eo Oe ‘ 


Q 
—_ 


wae 


a A @ 


; | : | 
Hees promise . for. Lakewood, and. the’ two of Enem went to 
Flint’ for a three-day séminar. That visit was Ene first. 


of the ix vite visits by ae ous member of the Lakewood 


a community. ey all> returned from Flint encouraged and 
~ hopeful, belleviiig that ene iad discovered a means. of a 


aolving some of their soclal and Hasnctal probl ms, which 


could potentially benefit the entire cope tiy= 


vw 


They School Board was persuaded to provide funds and 


facilities for the program to get underway. A seven 


member Community School Board was “formed which included - 
members of the School Board and Township Committee. pomey 
sélected a> parser who had experience in the Flint “Community 


Education Program to. plan and initiate the program as of i 


July L, 1966. é a a SN 

A community needs assessment, was conducted in August 
-1966. All Lakewood residents were: gent a questionnaire | 
which seceeieea the communi ty sehos, its purpose, and 
requested feedback regarding the kinds of adult enrichment 
and recreational activities in which ones were interested. 
The 300 rasponses provided the initial data base for ‘making . 
preeeanmacic decisions. By the conclusion of the first 
year, the program was expanded to encompass several. other 


areas as needs were voiced and identified within the 


community. . : 


Implicit to . the development of the program were a goals | 
,and. objectives embodying the elements of community¥ education 


' which also: address ene "thorough and Bircesues legislative 


‘ 
= ; 
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mandates. ALthougt not» ~ farma lly stated as such, 


- 
* . wee eee eee 


_ broad goale were: 2 . =a > . 
we 1. to have greater utilization of ie township! 8 
s a a principle oebeee, investment » therachools > 
. c 
2. to develop a Scoumanley educat ton program ‘which would \ . 
meat the needs of ‘all segments of thea pa tion * ga. ~ # 2 yy 
within the community's, : , . ee - Co 


~~ 


_ 3. te improye relations ‘and communi@ation within hes i . 
‘ communi ty . . ; / ’ 


= a 


( Specific aaa as Ones the abtainment of the above 
| 


% ' : “\ 


- ° goals were: oe ae ye 
° l. * to determine the unmet needs and interests of community Pa | 
residents; a4 ‘ 
: : >» 2. to develop’ courses and/or activities which’ ‘reflect unmet : 
needs and interests of albgsegments of the communtiy; / 


Eee . 
OF Ry i} F 4 


3. to am ineanbeeney | egoperation; . 


4. to prea ae the program among all segments of the community; 


a 


r~ 
; g ; 5. to recruit participant from all segments, of the. community; 


6. to establish procedures for continuous commun. ty si ial and 


a 
; fr. : — = ; . 
While the goals and objectives: have remained almost the 


~ 


same over pe years, the population has more than naga 
a total of 38,000. Haye the present jresidefts are members 
of minority - groups with the Hispanic people ra jeching a eee 
of 5,000. The elderly now @npsice 30% (11, 400) . 


“a , 


; IL. INPUT EVALUATION aa - i. an 


sO a This. section focused on the utilization of resources 


ae" 


toward attainment of objedbives. : fy . a 


During the perio. keceding initiation. of the program, 


Boa nts 


members of the Board of Education and Township Comini tree 


<. 


agréed ona joint funding policy: that would provide the 


“ . community neon program with a starting bydget of 


Cs 


( $15,000 for the First year. Over rescues available to = ati 


yo . the program were the township's six echools and all town- 
i, 4 (ehip recneational, facilities, a 7 \? 
: A: : The program was adel iferored: by the Lakewood 
2 Os *. a aa ie 
aes eoumun tty School Administrative Bo xd which ‘consisted of: ‘e . 
two members From the Township Committee, one ‘member who 
was a township administrator, and one e member’ of the Town-. ~* 
. . ship Park and Recreation Advisory Board. The purpose. .of 
; : this boues wags (1) “ act ag a Viafson organizations (2) to 
) implement the Community School Program on behalf of the L 
Township and Board W. Education in accordance wfth the rules ¥ 
and polictes of. hie Township and the Board of Education, - and | 
3 
. . to include the following dutfes and responsibilities: oo 
a ae Prepare the budget for the program subject to the * 3 
aan . approval: - the a and the Board of Education. c 
ig . : he , : ; . y 
b. Hire eetacnuals ‘ ~ a ; a 
‘ ; . ‘e 
: ; = (1) Community School Director and other ; ; ’ 
coordinators © as needed; a. a4 : | 
(2) Ing tructors; a ' 
— . (3) Determine pay scale for coordinator and 
<a ; oo, instructors. e pettresicies 
te & + ; 
, c. Approve program set up by the ee : 
Director. 
4 
d. Hold regular monthly niet ings with gnéctat gangs 
( as necgssary. . . > 
_ a: _ Cooperate with the Advisbry Comittee in studying - 
. needs/wishes of the community in order to suggest 
x 


= possible activities, programs, and courses to the 
Community School Director. 


f. Insure that’ an adequate program of public. relations a ? 
: be carrhed on ‘by the Community School Director with 
the cooperation of the Advisory. Committee. 


_ ¢6 | “ : " 
. . ” m ‘ J _ . ’ 
oe Bg. Outline Eteawernr proc edurea for the cnimnuth ey: School ae ae : i aaeeet 
y . . Program ‘with tha-aid and adyice of the neonens and . . ey 
the Board of Education i or. - { ‘ 


‘ Two siuisors committees were established to. aid in ) 
: _ “d veloping program ideas and as a Somumticebtans Lind p 
between the Community School Program. and the people of the. 
e e = ‘ ap . : we 
f 
o v’ 


community. oo _ a 4 AE os oy 


x 


1 glk 


“l. The: Community, School Advisory Committee was set-up after .- ‘ t 
) * + a teip to Flint, and was organized through,the Comunity 
7? ; a chool Program. Thoge who attended the national community. 
| a - achool clinic in Flint, Michigan, felt, on their retuyp 
at they could serve in an advisory capacity to the 
oumunity School-Program. Members include two members of 
- ‘the Board of Education, one member of the Township Committee, 
3 - the general manager of school cafeteriag, the Business 
\ . 3 Reetatont Pe of the School Board, Lag High School 


Assistant Principal, three elementary 1 principals, 
» a represefitative of the Township Park ‘and Recreation Advisory 
’ : Board, and a juvenile officer. , oe ’ 


2. The Clarke Community School Avery éouncit as made up of 


ii the school principal, president of. the P.T.A., and pafents 
4 ' ‘from the Clarke School area. Tha general purpose of this 4 


: committee was to advise the Commuhity School Program on the. 
~ . _ neighborhood needs and to provide suggestions’ as to the types 
“i . of activities and programs which wil bast meet ns needs of | 
- the Clarke’ ones area, 


- : A project dtvecvor yas hired whe had supe hands with. the . 
community education program in Flint, Michigan, in addition, 


to Mott Foundation EEgTnENg «: ; A "pragmatic" strategy was then 


.. adapted for "setting the program off the ground." The , 


\ 
; component elements were: : _ 
a. a, - a. Dev@lopment of a curriculum based on the ‘expressed: and i. aa 
perceived needs of all segments of the comuntey: 
b. Selection ‘of achool adtes for various offerings to \ 
+ facilitate maximum enrollmebt and attendance. ‘ 


c. Publicity campaign which included the mass-thedia (flyars 
posters, newapaper articles and advertisements, radio) 
and public speakers going to community group meetings to 

«describe program, i-e., churches, Elks, Jayceas, 
N.A.A.C.P.,” atc. ee 


} 


™~ 
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et ; ; 
Sa So Sp eS Superviaton of ‘ program popreneerscten by Director. - Tae 4a dy pat sees 
‘ : ) 
a e. The establishment of a coutinusun formal and info al 
~ faadback system to keep in touch with the changing 
% a * re needs of the community, 1. a. » School Advtsory Council. 
=) s . ~, . 
The program’ s budget . has expanded ipaysierably from ae : 
Tee initial $15, 000 n 1966. In 1979 the total Program = a 


budget was "$300, 000. "Wea monies’ came | ae diffedent 

ve : ro sources: tha Board of. Educarion and Wanship still have 7 
an vequal funding policy. with-each contributing $48, aod, . “EO i 
a code of, $96,0 -000; ehexe was (a $37, ,400 balance from the 
“previous Weee! 8, budget ; the SEA boncigbutes ye. ,000. eowara ** 

ye x ‘the Director* 8 a Maid $157, 000 comes frout. various :, 

funded pkograms, i.e., Adult Basic Education, WIN, and High 
| School Equivalency. | men ee the annual carry-0 over Peer | “Ge 
is raised by the minimal fees charged for some of the 


¢ 


ra courses in the Adult Recreation Program. ’ In addition, non- 
. residents must pay a ks negtacnatton fee per ‘class. 
the Summer Recreatfon Progra has a separate budget of 
$119,000 which ig obtained from Townshin ‘funds ° v ; . = 
, ‘In 1979, vthe facilities available to the’ program included 
a att six school buildings, all township recreational facilities, — 
. YMCA, YWCA, many churches, senior citizen facilities and’ all 
municipal facilities, ee the recently remodeled 


Comminity, Center. 
a ; 


~ > 4 

: ile Procass Evaluation _* - , . 
ya re ee | 

| . While the program never had an évaluagor, as “such, | C 
* @: — modifications were: smade in the program’ 8 structure, concent 


and administration in peepee to ‘ptoblems experienced ducing 
Me ite res om Ess ‘ 4 yi % Pe Ps Jae , el, ’ ¢ 3 : Rs van PSs 


ts 
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ee 


, v se | | y 
the pees Amp Lemencar tou saree. The function of providing — 
was maihly the task of.  & 


feedback to "the _responsible peop}ef 


. the Community School Acatuduecacive Board. However, the 


monthly meet ings were so poorly’ ‘attended chat often? the a 


weqytred quorum for a meeting dé nots available. oe 
op ey Individual members would visit program activities Amen they. — : 
| had Py report to-their rétpdctive ‘gr ps, i.e., at budget . 
\ ° | ‘time or a problems were -encountered. During the 1968 
schgoly year, the Board — reorganized to include only’ one 
, y _ member eadh\ roti the Board of Education and th’ Township | 7 
fos _ * Manager, and the Board of Edtcation Business Manager. 


| The Board’ paces were tq approve the mae d - 
"up a resolution a’ to thé philogophy nan renee or n of ~~ 2 


the Community School Program, Rrto hire. a pew Community 
4 


School Director. . 
‘ isis > f°: . 
The final and present reorganization occurred in 1972 


with the adoption ‘of a joint resolution by the Bo rd-of 


? rN 


_— and the mown AP Committee which established the 
existing Community School Committee (CBC) conbisting of: 


_ two a members of the To hi} commretee (selected annually 
by the Mayor) ; two (2) smember af the Board seCnauenston » 
| - (selected: sande by the President of the Board of Education); ° 
and three (3) members i the public at large (appointed 
" “annually by a majority vore: of the four (4) appointed members 


} | eo the CSC). Their responsibilities include: the establish-— 


- 


” 


ment of program(s) ee politey formulation; the triring of 


“employees; budget _prephration; submission of a miniinum of. 


~% 


ate ne eh 


18 . 


wine uo” « quarter. annual reports ‘to the ‘Boadd ‘of Education and 
ae - Township Commit tee. . a ‘.. . 
. | : Overaal, — was no set procea for process evalua- 
tion. The Director had the responsibility for writing : an 
‘annual report at the end of each school rt year. epareeceenyte 
, Were encouraged to voice. thair: concerns ‘to the Director at 
| | , aaystioe. They also completed an sudeoracanestes evalua- 
Eton regarding the effectiveness: of various aspects of * 
_ ee completed course anid indicat6a any ,recommendat ions e 
a and jos requests for oe courses. These re were 


generally honored ,by ehe next gemester if sufficient” parti-* 


cipants were available. 2 e . 
| _— Iv. probucr ~ =, * | 
_ aii section presents the Findings Of the various data 
eoltection procedures utilized as part of this eva ation © 
' _ study conducted~ during. the (1978-79 school year, which was 
| : , che Vateedeneh yeas of program implementation. 
= ExOEten Offerings and Erirollments  _ | 
a Table, I was corfstructed by examining the Annual peepente 
of) the program from. its inception winx year 1966-67) te the. 


“YY 


last school year (1977- 78)... . The growth of the program 


aeeeviies from 67 projects in 1966- 67 to 282 projects in. | 
{ 
1977- 78, reflects the _extent to which efforts. were tee - 
\ respond to the needs and interests of -the community, The 


total. aninual ehrollment multiplied From 1,853 Rarticipants 
a 


in its initial’ year to 61,432 in the . last’ year. ~ Even when 7 
Qortsidering that the Township’ 8 population increased fect 


a : fa - 


%, . : | om J. 
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° F 
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18,000. tn 1966 to 38,000+in 1978, there was a signifi- © 9 - -, . -- : 
cantly grea er proportion of residents (and possibly non- yo 
residents) engaged in nt activities in 1978 (154%° than vn 
in 1966 (10%). The range of activities offered aaenne 4, 
the last year addressed ‘a wide variety of needs and 
tntetesee: from auto mechanics, bread Baking, and stable 
cleaning, to High School Equivalency Examination Oe csaeac 


tion for both the English ae9 aa Speaking and ee ee 
4 level Extension Program courses. | “ a 


U 


7 


€: 


Fi oan | 2 } é _ : an 7 «fe ade 
, ®Some residents enrolled more than one. time. ie 


at - | | 2 PS a 
a an | | 20 «= 7 PRN 
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ae \o TABLE 1 , ar ; : 
nas E : ° ca . ee . E 5o8 a4 
SUMMARY OF ACTIVITIES OFFERED AND PARTICIPANT ENROLLMENT FOR THE ‘ 
LAKEWOOD COMMUNITY SCHOOL PROGRAM, FROM 1966-67 TO 1978-79 ; ' Pee 
. . : Gray : , ) + ow 
/ ’ a 
3 od : 4 
YEAR , NUMBER AND TYPE OF PROJECT ENROLLMENT , . 
1966-67 - 4 J 58 Adult Enrichment i 
~ ‘ 3 High Séhool Equivaiency -48 
ae _@ Recreational 80 
Totals 67 , . ‘ 1,853 
. : a : vo 
196869 7 68 Adult Enrichment “ Ly. ? 
: 7 High School Equivalency 150.’ ; at 
6 Recreational / — _\ 360 ; 
f \ * 9 Senior Citizens yy «ML4S 
end : 5 Student Enrichment l1vW3* 
. 7 Totals 95 | , 1,939" 
1969-70 _ 66 Adult Enrichment 967. 
a 8 High School Equivalency 146 
(English/Spanish) . 
. 47 Student Enrichment . 981 Se 
a ° ‘ 16 Senior Citizen 182008 A 
: . **4 Recreation 152 - 3 i 
: Totals 141. 2 2,428 
1970-71 50 Adult Enrichment - 718 
-9 Adult Basic Education - 168 
> 6 High School Equivalency _— 179 
11 Student Enrichment 422 
; ) 2 Senior Citizen 54. 
1 Recreation 50 
Totals 79 MI,591 s 
1971-72 58 Adult Enrichment .  . 866 '\~"" 
& Recreation ; . 
9 Sree, chobt Education _ 215 
“6 High! Sch Equivalency 239 
" 26 Student i 1,103 
- _ 11 Senior Citizens . as - 208 
a Totals 110. : 2,631 
| ae 1972-73 >2008 Adult Enrichment >2,0008 y 
ae — . & Récreation ae 
S. 8 Adult Basic Education 198 
a - - 36 High School Equivalency 214 
; (English & Spanish) 
-4 Accredited Evening H.S. 30 : 
. ' st 6" Senfor Citizens —  ">2007 , a, 
| 39 Student tga 2,545 © 7 
. (Totals S263" : 


> 5,187 


° 


8The Annual Report for 1972~ 3 reported core Figures zg more than : 
the numerals indicated. - ‘ 
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e oo - - 3 TABLE 1 ecoorsaued) : a 
ee _ YEAR a , ‘NUMBER AND TYPE..OF PROJECT .. .-.....-ENROLEMENT 000) ones nner 
a 1973-74 460 Adubt Erfrichment ’ 2,375 8 
VO. sO " & Recreation = a | 
) . 10 Adult Basic Education. ‘244 — 
pe 4 6 High School Equivalency 150 ; 
p . \ See . (English & Spanish) ~ =, \ 
: 4- Aceradited Evening H.SS 22 
: 4 Naturalization (ESL & * 123 a 
Citizenship). - , a ; 7 
61 Special Programs 15,578 a 
25. Senior Citizen Program 6,589 
_56 Student Enrichment -9,627 
Totals 226 : * 34,708 
1974-75 92) Adult Enrichment 3,241 ; 
& Recreation . . 
10 Adult Basic Education - 228 | 
6: High School Equivalency 295 
4 Accredited Evening H.S. 25 
6 Naturdlization 268 
: 62 Student Enrichment 2,726 be 
34 Senior Citizen Program 13,225 by : E 
; _73 Special SEOR ESSE 37,791 . ’ 
“Totals 287 a 57,803 
* 1975-76 © 104 Adult Enrichment 4,618 ae _ 
‘ & Recreation , ; = 
Y ‘ 10 Adult, Basic Education 232 . & 
: a 6 High School Equivalency 303 oh 
‘ (English*& Spanish) ; 
ee 4 Accredited Evening H.S. 26 
- 4 Naturalization 188 
51 Student Enrichment _ 3,506 
, ' 27° Senior Citizens nab 
t _/3 Special Programs - nab _ ‘ 
r ( . tals 279 °° 7 7 ; >8,873° 
_ 1976-77 107) Adult Enrichment - 5,073 os ! 
'  °& Recreation 
. 10 Adult’ Basic’ Education 161 
. { 6 High School Equivalency 395 
Aad | (English & Spanish) * 
4 Accredited Evening H.S.. 20 
= . 4 Naturalization _ * 253 
ae - 50- Student Etrichnent © 3,754 
a S a Senior Citizens , - nab 
7 “ iia Programs 4 wa> 
ore >2 aN : >9,656° ° 
: ae o_ " 
[a o © ae , . - 


- | el . a ee P _ oo 
“= ag ae Sei se oe es, 7 ‘ : , : 7 : 2 8 . 
. bgenrollment figures were not " available. 
CThib total is incomplete as Be has were not. _ available for | two i 
” Sek as ib siaials a ee . oa oe <i ¢ i 
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TARLE 1 (continued) A a . 
ia 4 . . ‘ — F 
YEAR. == = NUMBER ANI TYPE QF PROJECT ENROLLMENT 2 ee 
1977-78 103. Adult Enrichmant 5,873 6 
‘ » .& Recreation 
-10 Adult Basie Education = 186° ‘ j 
6 High Schodl Equivalency 299 , 7 , 
am - (English & Spanish) 
4 Accredited Evening H. s. 16 ? 
‘ a "2 Naturalization ‘ge » 44 ta . 
85 Student - “Enrichment . 8,758. 
17 Senior Citizens “11,462 
-35 Special Programs 34,794 
Totals 282 . . 61,432 
‘ ‘ 
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, * 
Data for the Summer Recréation Program (SRP) w Vem 

obtained fon the Annual Reports. - While the SRP has a- 
separate budget, it is regarded ds the summer extension 

of the Community School, as it has the same director, dnd 

services the same community. Table. 2 indigenes 

the broad outreach of the SRP ‘to a total of 147, 306 contacts | 

with participants in eters playgrounds with 17 different | 
activities. The range of activities’ offered over the years 
is displayed in Table 3 and spans from Arte and Crafts to 3 
Women's Softball Leagues. both of which have been offered . | 
every summer since 1967. 


Impact of the Program 
2 Comparative data were ebtaitied for the ICS. which aseads 
the reader to indicate the extent to which they agreed with | 

20 positive statements related to the goals, objectives and 

~ ractivities ‘of the: community education program. The ratings of 
twelve of these statements deal ing with impact of the BEperan 


| are included in Table 4. The three respondent gxoups were: 


omega 
. 


(1) twenty community residents, all of whom were currently, 


or at some time in the past, actively involved - ‘with the . 


ions 


nieteartion and/or management of. the program; (2) the 13 

ataff embers in the - Adult Basic Education (ABE) a ad 

Po nent who were at the sehost the evening the authors | 

wete on-site; and (3) 72 pertietpane responses (37 ._ 3 7 : 
students in the ABE programs who completed the ICS Aecine 

the on- -site. visit, and 35 participants who returned ‘the | 


nailed Tes): eo =e . a a a \ ' 


SUMMARY OF PROGRAM ACTIVITIES, SITES AND PARTICIPANTS FOR THE | 


- 


TABLE 2. 


LAKEWOOD SUMMER ‘RECREATION sia ait FROM 1966-67 TO 1977- 78 


_ « 


YEAR 


1966 


1967 


1968 


1969 
1970 
1971 
1972 


1973 


1974 


1975 


n‘@ 
--P9 


1978" 


NO. OF 
PLAYGROUNDS 


3 
4 
6 
3 


iar 
NO.. OF TOTAL VISITAT}ONS® 
ACTIVITIES FOR ENTIRE PROGRAM 
| 6 . 12 320° 
be 68,212 
[ —s 70,514 
9 77,630 
r 8 73,380 
13 > 104,981 
14 120,225 
15 114,570 
18 | 133,091 
Ae 156 , 880 
Wo 161,592 2. | 
17 1585375 - 
17 147,306 
‘ 


: eine nena eee ee ner aie ene . 

@Total number of contacts with pabedeipanee. 
Not including beach: visitations: 
t 


‘ 
| 
1 
b 
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TABLE 3. ° 


~~ 


tr 


* SUMMARY OF LAKEWOOD SUMMER RECREATION PROGRAM ACTIVITIES FROM 1966 TO 1978 


— 
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. oe , a 
_ ACTIVITY | 1966 |. 1968 1569 1970] 1971 | 1972] 1973] 1974] 1975] 19764 1977 
_Arta and Crafts fj x ee a 
Basketball Clinic x { xf «fox fo xf xf xf fx«t xf x | Ee * 
Basketball League | x | 3? eet X . fox | xf x) | x | | xf xf] x | ae —s i 
Ed Carleton Baseball League -{ [| = | ST CUT COT CdtC~rSti‘“(<‘zi x x 
|_Creative’Dramatics TOC eT | 
_ Day Camp _ | pf} fp fe fe fe Pe 
portation x | pos ff fox] xf xf. x | 
—) Football Clinic ee ee ie eae eee Pp xt ft xf 
Junior Baseball Pp ee fe x fx 
. Men's Softbalt : Pp xt x | xf xf x fo «xf xf xf «fsx ft xf) x, 
Movies | | ae ee ae ee es ee ee ee es es 
) fee eg anabary ee 
. Pee Wee Baseball PT x Tox PT xf xT xt x | 
wn «| _Physical Fitness Cj] x {[ x] xf ox? xf xf xlsx ]sox« fsx fx) 
“\ | Playgrounds a fe 
Princeton Teen Avenue Center ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
[| Puppetry" t—“—sS™—sSC“‘iqUSTSCsge dC DS en ee es es es es es 
ee i ee ee ee ee 
Special Activities pot Ox x Tx fx xt ox fx) x | 
| Summer’ Olympics "TCT Cl | CU PO TUUPUdTCUCOMCOCOCOCO—COS OT 
Swimming/Waterfront Pp x | «xf x] x | x | | ox} xf x fox f xf x | 
Tennis Instruction es es Ee eee ae ee a oe ee eae 2 
Tennis Program Pt ek ok fox Ox x |) 
| Women's Softball League [x | ox | x [ xf «i xf xl xl «fx xl xt) x” 
29. oo “@ 3 | . oo, 
‘ : : } % 
‘ . ° ms W _ > 30 
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: ODABLE. 4 


: DISTRIBUTION OF RATINGS ON ITEMS RELATE "TO. IMPACT 
- OF TRE COMMUNITY SCHOOL BY GROUP, TN PROPORTIONS, 


COMMUNTTY RESTDENT 


PA RTTCTPANT : STAFF 
(N=72" ) (N#13) Da 
Does Does . |* Does 


Post- Vade- Nega- Not 
tive cided tive Apply 


1 eg erm armen ce mre an 


Pasi- Vide-~ Nega- Not + Posi~ Unde- Nega~ Not 
tive cided tive Apply | tive cided tive Apply 


; ITEMS 


. 


fe whe ce pe en ee 


lL. IL have mat the community school coordinator 


= 


cand feel comfortable talking with him/her. 87 4 5 
2.-I have made new friends in optional® 7 
_ program activities, 85 3 25 
3. Aftieat of opt ional program activities is . 
provided for community residents. 80 8 5 
4. L feel more comfortable gone to the school 
s{uce the initlation of the optional program. 78 10 5 ; 30 
5. The types of optional program activities ’ 
offered reflect the problems and ‘needs of: 
; the community. a 72 13 Dy. 
‘ ‘ / . : 
a Us My impression of the school has improved . 
! ag a result af the optional program. ae 68 18 a 
7. The optional program’ has helped our : ‘ 
_ conymunity in ways other than programs.* 68 17 5 
8. There is better communication between the 
school and community as a result of the 7 
optional program. * 66. 22 5 
9, The community is involved in planning | 
special events offered in the school.* : 66 N9 5 
10. The conttunity school coordinator listens  ..,|° ° 
«to suggestions from people in the. community. 57 15° 5 
“LL. Some community problems are being addressed . ° \ 
through optional ‘program activities. ** — 54 21 5 
12. Community residents desist - ‘in determining 
a the activities offered in the: OpEronay. ee A 
ol program. ** ; 52 a2 gf 
“ . i : “ae ; 
“Of the 85 “participants who responded. to the questignaad te, 72 also responded to the Rating Scale. ‘ 
-Ahis response category also includes no response, ‘and or, did't understand statement. a9 
oe program refers to activities offered by th Community School. 7 ‘ 
tonificant differencé. between positive ratings “at, 105 level. | . ; . | - F > 


_ ERICMEtome attterence nertees Se aty 


*. * 
eo ee | “ 4 Fy ane a. oe &. Oe a 


301 level. 


os 
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apparent. First, oy eons Peper, faraee of the 


2 if 


"In Looking ‘at these data, two facts were inmédtately 


program: as ‘demonstrat by more chan half (52%) ae ert: 


respondents, regardless of group, assigning positive ' 


ratings to each of the program components represented by 


the ‘statements. This. finding is accentuated BY looking ) 


‘at the proportions .of respondents who selected the negative 


ratings. The other cholces, "Undecided," and "Dogs Not 


ae mostly reflect a lack of familiarity with the 
content of the statement. Secondly, for ‘half o the 
items (Numbers 7-12), stonveiancig: lar p poreiens a 


the community residents. and/or staff selec po itive 


ratings than did the participants. This is understandable C 


when the relation of each of pueee groups to the program is 


considered, Many of these communi ty resioents were respon~ 
sible for initiating and nurturing: the community school. 
Likewise, staff notktaticn sprpdisposed them. to view the | 


prograin very favorably. (It should be noted here that. 


“several members of both these groups had indicated” ~-. 


perceived program weaknesses and suggestions for improve- 


ment in response to the open- -ended questionnaire. 
Those findings were reported elsewhere in this repért. Ve: 4 


The papeuc vet ratings attest to che positive effects 


the program has had on their lives. aney have met and feel 


comfortable with thé, top person in the Program (87%) , have 
made new friends (85%) ,-and feel more comédktable ‘in the — 


school ° ee” Not only do they palievs that he Community 
. oh 

Ichi square test revealed significant 41 ferences between che positive 

ee for items 7- 12. - 


ao eS 8a 


a 


‘ 


a 


7 a 28 a _ 
- . © a 
Séhool a can help the: commnity (68%), but that the ° 
community has an influence on the program insofar ag ehe | 
activities-ea@ftect ‘the needs of the community (72%) , 
mayne Ment of ieee becuse school and, community 
(66%) , Por communLlty involvement in cuggesting (57%) and 
planning activities (52%). . | _ fg { ° / Mo 
It is obvious that ‘tye. Takewooa Comnfni ty School has 
been successful in a degrees in’ meeting thet goals. 
The firet goal for dealing with greater ees of the 
Township's schooks has been largely satiafied. Neveecneies:, 
there were spme indications that all neighborhood schools 
shout have Progeam ‘ofkerihgs t to overcome. the lack a | 
evanspoeearton, {*., | . 
By looking at the number af redttNn participated in 
the activities (Table 1, it Ys obvious that ‘the program: — 
résponded to the needs and interests of the comminity which 
was phe intent of the second. goal. The only area where an 
unme t- need was imidicaved was in. the provision of Local 
voaat ional Peatnine programs. - ‘The existance of such programs 
pn neighboring oe i does not seem to be of any consequence, 
as the Lakewood. minorities in need of occupational skills, 
do not attend “hose schools. dhe reasons eee were mainly 
no means of transportation and. feeling dncbmeortabie and 
out-of- “place in those eommunities. ~ | S ; le 
The third goal ‘addressed the’ improvement of commyai ty 
nelation: and communication. The opinions of-the people 


interviewed, which included representatives of the Black and MA 


| Hispanic groups, were favorable. Also, there have __ _ .. eee 
cos not been any serious conflicts or demonstrations by . : a 
minority groups in recent “years. This Tay be, in parc, | 
attributable to the program and/or. savetaiiy due to the 
fact that the "edmes" have: changed. Some references were 
_— 7 made to the fact that peels from all segitents: of the commu- . 
nity were working side- by- ete in’ many courses, such as in 


ae : the monevor ere class. These: types of contacts’ are generally 


Ss oe vs in iepeoulne communh ty relations and inter-group 


. understandi | 
eg d 
+ ‘ “The op jieective which still pequices collcentrated effort, | 


according to the data, is in recruiting more pr a A 
ee the program. A relevent comment made ‘by an inter- 
viewee was that if the program offered activities in —— 
- .» were interested, L.e. “vocational areas, there a be grater 
participation by the "hard core minority unemployed, " This may 


be the case as 91% of the neighborhood people surveyed were 


a 
td 


aware of the program already. While the sampling of 34, for local 


f residents who complated the Neighborhood Awareness cuesetonnaine 
‘ ; . 
¢ . May not be | ee of the entire. community, one would . 


assume there was a general “familiarity with the progeg® through- 


out all segtients of the population. : 
* Conclusion — — | a 

"The major purposes of this paper were to (1) field- test | a 
the CIPP planning /evaluation model, and (2) to look at ‘the a 


coummuntey eaucae ton program in Lakewood. While tha Lakewood be? : 


- ey ae wire | on the planning stage suggested “by. 
| \ 


neeee eee eee gE Rt ge Se Re Pe OP Sr Gratin er ee a? ee 


30 


~ 


e 


the model. there was a definite advantage to. superimposing 
‘he. varlous eoupeneht parts on the existing program. It 
peevided a atructure and logic to the programmatic considera~ 
~ : . tions which would be of great benefit toa new plannad and/or 
: initiated commune ty education , Program. The built- in evalua-_ 
ation features would provide necessary feedbatk and could 
ameliorate organizational problems and assist in Futyre 
"planning. _As* for the Lakewood Community School Program 
| which embodies the eight cdmmunity education alament’s, 
. as welll as, the T& E components, the evidence has proven that 
it is an effective program in that it has satisfied the 
“mus t etek "as well as the goals which constituted 
the underlying constructs of the program, ,. 
At present, there are eleven districts in New Jersey 
with seed money from the Mort Foundation, who are planning 
' | . community -education programs All of them are utilizing this 


model. We anticipate that we will have even more evidence 


as to the pre ey. of the CIPP system to. cache education 


in Pa next few years. 
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there pia She SE 


Thies incerview* is part of an evaluation we are aonducting of tha Lakewood Community: 
Bducation program. There are peed ash for our effortet (1) to find out what 


impact communizy education has-had in Lakewood, and, (2) oo test a particular — 


Se = Sop cele. ae mmiee. Gdreadem seated Riders sate. san ees i See, 


{NTERVIESWER? 


< . OATE: 


i roe a \ . a Si 
Picn eo le . 


syetuaceon model vith a Sowmunity education program. 


You wate selected to be interviewed 


half an hour. We appreaiate your cooperation. 


NAME? 


ha 


a 


@ how Long (otal 


years) al 
: | eS . ’ 


Deacribe involvement: 


{ 
How initiated? , 
1 


Ly 
te 
' ‘Nature, of involvement? 


° 


In your opinion, what were the.needs and/or interests of che community 


when you first became involved in the process? 
r s ¥ . 


a 


In your opinion, have those needs and/or interegts 
Lf . : ry 
a) changed? (i.e., population shifts regarding age, Cace, 
SES group, sex). 
\ a 


b) Sean to some degree met in an anEOENS fashion enroush the 
commund cy education procesa? 


oe . . » : r 
Is the program sensitive to changing needs and goals? 


oY 


, Yes : No 


eee ere ne 


If so, howt * ° . 


. by George. S$, Wood, Jt. and David A, Saéntellanes .(Péendell Publishing Co., 


Midland, Michigan 48640, 1973). » 


“Repeinted with: Permission, ~ ee 


acause of your contribution to and/ot particl~ 
pation in the program. It ia anticipated that this interview will take apptoximately 


™ 


2 


us 


a *, 7 t 
NAME t ; : 
.3, In youc opinton, what needs are scili| unmec and why? Any documentation? 
t ‘e 
‘ 6. Now, do you believe these unmet needa can be addressed? 
¢ 
j 7 “ ie a . t ° 3 
. 4 b ° 
Ts To the best of your knowledga,. which community groupe have been, secvedt 
- - §, How did the school become involved in the procese? t.e., Were the teachers 
> involved in planning? Waa ic voluntary? Etc. 


x 
4 


a = : 

a : 7 ‘ 

9. Wow did the community became involved {n the process? Was the com@unity a 
invited to participate? Lf so, how? ; - 
: : ’ : ‘ ‘ o. 7 
as . be . “AS 
x : : a es 
; -  @ 2... . 
10. In your opinion, how can community {nvolvamant be expandad to reach all 
resident groupst—— : . 
Il, - To the bese of your knowledge: what facitliciles and resources support the 
community education process in Lakewood? ' : 
12, What is your general {epression of the overall program? . 
5 y Fy a 
13. Whac,. in your opinion,,{s tha range of activities and services provided? 
: Excellent . Good ‘Satisfactory 
Inadequate : 
Please explain your choice. - 
/ 

: . ae ‘ 


: ay . PONE att ee plgegereps So ne SS e  rer ne REET RPE 
: * a = Aids rei 
.. . Ps OH ae ee yy nays 
et ee : Lo ‘, 4 We, : ay 
: e : 
F : anes ea : tee : : 
. : ar ge Ws ks Us : + ony mn oleae 
J . , NAME: eek Oe ene 
— ~ Ea siete! 
’ { * : ; 
. \ 4 ¥ 


ls. Tu che bese of your knowledge, how have other agencies alther supported or 
cooperated to enhance the community education procese tn Lakewood? 


@. in the community? What agencies? a a : . a ee 
Noe 7 & 
: - ay ” we 
@ external to the community? What agencias? : 
. + . 
13. How do you think we might increase interagency cooperation, should the ‘ ar 
need axist? . 
ae . : ¢ . 
. { *. 
16. In’ your opinion, what other forces support the community education process? 
s « 
~ a: 
17, > tn your opinion, what forces detract and/or inhibit the community education oo 
process? © . , : 
so, _ #% ae . 
18. In your opinion, what are the strengths of the program? “ ; : 
19, In your opinion, what are the weaknesses of the progran? e an 
+ .« , ‘ 
i \ % ; 
20. In your opinion, how ‘might, the program be improved. ' ‘ 
ae a ‘ 


‘ dirs 4g js a a : : 3 « ‘¢ 


hee 


rr 


y TMPRRRN Hing oe ries LAK RWOt Roo QITY enna’ 
oT . 
SY Py y 
< x 2 sth 
: | ‘ 3 3 2. 
* : Quip ¥ x“ af 
k GOMMUNETY RESEOENT nie aa? peepee. heres tee Birney 
Bees: ag iaeaimtese apse tebe t eels — teceae Rptioeesis testis 7 + = : a 
ren = Ae T undaratand she eoncape of summunity edugation, | — - SAA OUND osu 
2 — . 8. “Te undedscand my role in commun t ey eduoat fon, . -$A aA UN DSO 
ne ‘ + 2 . oe oe 
: r ; C.° OY was {nvolved in the developmant of goals aed cbieeeen SA A UN 0D g0 ; 
“ . Cor the Speronel program, 4 \ : ; . ' 
: ce particitpace dn activities offered the opctonal program, . SA A UN BD SP. 24 
{ = . : cis 
2. “Y feel more comforcable going ‘to the school since the int- SA A. UN 0 SsD° 
tlation of the optional program. - : 
3. Ehave mat the gommunity school coordinator and feel " $A A UN Oo ‘so 
CO comfortable calking with him/hec. 
A My ehildten participace in antivities provided by the SA A UN- D- Sp 
a , gptional program. ; e Fm 
oo 3. My children enjoy sahdo2 More since the inictation of the “= 8A A UN 0 85 
on eae Rie a program, | coe 
¢ : r : > 
: 6, Chere: is better ek aaa, between che school and * SA of UN OD es Sb 
P communi ty as a result of the optional program. 
7. . Some community problems are being addressed through $A A UN D- $d 
4 Setters program activicies, . 
il 8. Goomunity residents it helping, lead opetonal program 8A A UN DB 3b) |. : 
7 Sch ivEriOs : _ . = 
% : sd “Ge I have: geen the dennuintey achool ‘enarainabee vorking SA « UN 0D $0° 
* with redidence in che community. : ' : , 
“ ° ; 10, Community residents assist in determining. che activities SA A UW O- $0 
. NS offered in the optional program, — ~ : 
Si < = “TL. My impression of the sahool has: improved: aaa result of - SA A. UN D esp 
‘ a. . the optional program, ‘ — ae 
“12. The types of optional progran paviyicias offered reflect ~ SA A UN D~ 80 
oe “4, the problems and needs of the community. F 
s = . 3. “Adules, a@ well as children, are participating in the - SA A OUUN) OD 8D 7 
optional program, . : 
4. * the participation Of local residents in che required SA A UN 0 -8D ig 
. . program has increased since the indetation ‘of the ° . a: : 
optional program, ‘ h : ; 
; - 8 
13. The optional program tries hot to duplicate services .8A A UN D- $d 
offered. by other masheies in the community. ‘ cos : 
. > 
16. The opeional program has helped our community in ways: SA A UN D- sD 
ocher chan prograns. Oe 
r We. the community. school coordinator aveEan to suggeue tons . HN UN o. yo 
- Bon people int the community. ; 
8, t have fade. now friends tn opedondt program activities, . 3K A UN of: SD 
~ 7. VW." A Lise of, optional stogram activictles is provided for” SA “AX 6 6UUN ODS 


. ! _ community residents. 


20. \ The community i# involved tn Planning special events = SA eA UN D- gv 
offered in “ne achool.—. oe —_, 


ro 


- #Poetions at these materials vere excerpted from 


; e ‘ Waaluks 
‘by George 8. Wood, Je. and David A. Santallanes ublishing Co., Mi ants ‘tieligan 
48640, 1974), ao ‘ 
~*eThe optional program refers to che courses, activities and a pronfane offored by ‘kha * 
; Lakevood Gogmun: nsey Sghoot Recexam... er ere is des - 
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LAKEWOOD COMMUNITY SCHOOL PROGRAM. - 


PROGRAM AFFILIATION! 


e 


DIRECTIONS: We are interested in your, Tesponsas to the following queations, 
= Please be candid. sa i 


. 


4 
+ 


t, If,you had full auchordty to sake changes in our present qoammity echool 
program and activities, what: ehenase would you make? 


¢ 


; : * i 
} / ; 
can * & 4 : — cf & ee 


* 


* # : re ! 
‘ 2. 9 Wha racoumendacions do voN- Tavs: to secure and develop more community 
involvement? ; ey * 
. oo ie 
t + a 


3. What strengths, in your judgment, are present in our current program 


operations? a . 
< ; 7 
. ~N . . 
4. What veaknesses, in your judgment, eC present in our current program 


operations? 


a 


5. What strengths, in your judgment, are present in the performance of our 


program pé&sonnel? . ; 
4 
\ 
6. What weaknesses, tn your judgment, are present: in the performance of 
‘ our program Fersonnel? o , 
Pa Lol 
- 7, COMMENTS: _ - 


“¥Fortions of these mater als were excerpted from 
‘ Program, by George $, Wood, Je, and David A, Santellanes ( 1 Pubkighing Co., 20°. +} 
“ Middand, Michigan 48640, 1973). . 4 


EERE Nag Mabel cea) areauddaass ee ae 


eo Palys tae 


Re 
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.T understand che concept ot community educatjon. 


B. Of undaratand ” role in community Asduaation. mo 8A 


D 
C. twas iaveived in the development of goals and objectives | 8A D 8D 
for the optional program. ae 


ae 3 participate Xo activities offered by the optional ‘program. SA A UW D&D 
2. feel wore gomforteble going fo the school since fr inf- 8A A ON Dd 8D 
tLation of the optional ‘program, : ; 


=: : é . 7 


3. IT have mat the community aahool coordinator and feel + . 8A A UW D- SD 
comfortable talking with hia/her, . 
4. My children participate in activities provided by the SA A UN “py 9p 
‘ optionkl program. . 
5. My children enjoy school more since the initiation of the 8A A UN D_= aD 
‘ _ optional prograa, of an 3 . 
6. There t# better communication between the satis and SA A UN OD 8D 
community as a result of the optional program. - : 
7. Some community problems ara being addressed through SA A UN OD 8D . 
optional i a activities. m 
: q: Comunity weatdeaes are helping lead optional program - SAA Ww iD SD 
- sceevnerae: . : : Oe 
% have seen the community school coordinator working SA A UN DD 
with regidente in che cospumd cy. 
10, Community residence aseiat in daternining the activities SA A UN De» 8D 
offered in the optional progren. . 
tl. My depression of the school has taproved ae a result of SA A UND 8D é 
the optional progran. ‘ ’ ; 
\ 7 
12. The types ‘of optional program activities offered reflect 8A A UN D_~ 8D a 
7 -the problems and needs of the comunity. _ ; 
‘ , ‘ & 
13. Adults, ae well as children, are participatigg in the. ‘SA A UN D_~ sD : 
: optional progran. : > 
4, The participation of lécal rbsidents in the required - ‘sh oA UN OD _ $p 
_ program has incressed since the initiation of the © oo - 
7 optional program. . 
15. The aptional ‘program tries - -not to duplicate services SA A UN D “sD 


offered by other agencies in the communi ty. 
* , 16, its optional program has halped our community in ways SA A UN «OD OSD 
other thai programs. — ; & 


7. | The omerety aahool “go0edinator Listens to suggestions 8A A UN D- sD 
from people in the community. _ 
18. ft have made new friends in optional program activities. , 8A AOU OD sD 


19. a Adee of opedonal program activities ‘is provided for SA A UN OD OSD 
community residents. e 


20. the community is involved in planning spectal events. __ $A AON SD 
-, offered in the’ school. - : : 


° 


. 


~ 


me cae ~ - mee ee ek 8 


' *Portions of theme materiale Gane excerpted from 
4 pada i $. Wodd, Jr. and David A. Santellanes 

: 48640, 1973), 
waeThe optional program refers co the courses, activitien | and programs atserad by che 
_ Eahevens, ne School. Program... > - 44 


3 oe A ‘ “ Hoe ers ao tan Be Hr ty pwr ened ahi th shaadi’ [oan ved 2 rpg 
, . : 


a 


‘ : ; H : ee ee: : . : se, 


r cea ee : ; . = ; . , oe. 


rs 
< This, questionnaire has been eent co a number of people sho have participated ia one 
.of more courses, and/or activities of fared by the Lakewoot -Coamunity School Program, ~ 
2 ae parc of an effort to determine the impact‘of the program, 
? bd 

- Please take a few minutes of you ‘time to reapond co the following questions. Ic 
7, ~ would be greatly appreciated if ybu complete and return this questionnaira in che. 
anclosed self-addressed, peetene ec i aa no Pater than JANVARY 13, A979. , 


Thank you very much for your cogperation. 


- tL. NAMIEY, 7 “ PRONRE = 
ADDRESS: | 


2. OCCUPATION: _ : 
: ee 


3. SEX; - Male’ Female 
4, AGE? Under 20... 40-50 . .* _ _ 
_ 20-300 50-60 : 7 
7 : : 0-40, _ Over 60_ a 

5. MARITAL STATUS: Single : Married 

: 6. RESIDENCY: City . County Other 

: ce How many yeare have you lived in your neighborhood: 
. . : leas then 3 yeare from 7 to lf years ni 
: from 3 €o 6 years a. over 10 yepts 
Vy Id what. activities aponsored by tha Lakewood Communi ¢ School Program 
ad have you been involved? (Check all chat apply) 
‘ Accredited College Program Engli h School Equivalency 


Acaredited Evening High School { Program (GED) 


Adult Basic Educatton Program S Senior Citizen 
Adult Enrichment and Recreation Spanish (GRD) 
Daytime Adult peernane Center Student Enrichment 
~ . OTHER: _ Sumer Rec acion Program 
“xh 
9. How Lon aoe you been participating in ‘the Lakewood Community School 7 NLS 
Program(s ‘ 
‘os less than | -yeer from l~3 years ovar’ 3 years 
- 10. Overall, in approximately how many different courses or. programe have you 
‘i ~ been involved? . 
: i to 3 : 4 to 8 , wore than 8 ’ - 
Fo, 11, Overall, were you satiafied With the progrant // _ : 
X “ - i 
Yes ¢ Yes, partially No 
12. How would you, pete the following iceme‘on a scale frim b to 5? 
. (1 - Boor, 2 - Fair, 3 - Good, 4 - Very Good, 3 > Excellent) 
logation of course(s) or activity(ies) 4 
: _ equipment and facilities 
° competence of inetructor 
overall supervision . as 
cost of program sa 
13, Do you plan - aid participate 1n fucure Program courses and/or activities? 
Yes No 
v 4 * Pheas@ specify: 


ry 


° coe 
' . : ae oe as ‘ 


2 . . 
. ‘ 2 opti . 


*Portions of these materials were excerpted from Scgluacing § Gommunicy Biueatton 
Eroarsa: by George 3. Wood, Jr. and David A, Santellanes (Pendell Publishing Co., 
M | 


idland, Michigan 48640, 1973); = 4 
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7 rt ec i a ee Cee ee SE le ee a a a eae ee es 
’ : > es Ps 7 ’ . . 
ot @ “ ae Pe Anis eee rh , me or. oe e ‘ . ‘ 1 . .f 


ee 2 x : 
se a ‘ ‘ : a 4 yy é = + : a : : " 
a 
«l, ae 
. , PARTICIPANT QUESTIONNAIRE — A -NAME? me ; 
» ( Page 2 . 
| j y : 
a ~ = AS Ub. How did you find out about the. preogrant (Chagk all chat apply) < ti‘i—S 
Navapaper Hy shild = S- 
Radio - * A neighbor | ; 
. eoctec a A friend 
5 ies eee Brochures A Another agenc 
SRS Sea ve . — genoy — ee 
Other: - ® 
i 13. Why did you enroll in the prograt? — ; - , 
: . ay . o ? 
ay ct Oe : : 
hy . 
: . 6. Approximately how far do you foes from the prograp you attended? (Check one) 
. = : 1/2 adhe . 2 miles 
ne o> o. Wailea: 3 or more miles 
17. Whae did you like bese about -the prégramt? _ a © ‘ 
' \ r | ~ , ° 
x \ ; P ‘, 
* 18.  Whae*did you like Least sbout thea progrant i 
# : : , / 
7 Sg ’ 
if : . 
- ; 19. Tf you had an opportuntty to ——_ or improve the program, what‘would you a : - 
. do? o« A . 7 
5 A 4 . 
Pe : , “, 
\ : } : 
' ¢ ¥ 4 « 
’ ‘ 2 = 
. : . 20.., Hae your life baen affected in any way by your participation in the progrant 
= ’ sets: GED enabled me to get a better job. ). 
‘ | . 4 . ‘ . 
oe ‘ : ‘ : yp». 
- : e 4 ye ‘ 
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: 4 i = , . 
‘ : 2 - : 
¢ e 
+ a 
46 
és . ; 


tm nee So 
‘) 
. 
4 


' 


ee ee 
, 


Oe SOLE woos 


eae BG 4S a ye ke Ge pM ee he kee we A a Se Be Ph bt . ] 
2 . y . ' . 7 : ‘ 


u 
~~ t 


a 
1 


A s 


: oo Plenae veed gach statement. and circle PNG RNRONEEG cc Cee Rel ee ela gece: 
| "+ * whieh past taprasonta your feeling. ; 
ie : i 
| “yo g . 
' - > PD 
. MR PROGRAM PARTICIPANT a By 8 i j ga 
, - 2. °) > 
1 6f parcicipate in Aptivscies offered by the optional program,” SA A UN D-— 8D. 
ne : ; 
> a’ feel nore comfortable othe to the sohod since the int “SA A UN D&D 
a tiation of the optional program. ; 
t . : = ° 
_ 3. = have met che aoteunity achool coordinator and feel SA 6A UN UD OSD ° 
comfortable talking with hin/her. : : 
-4. My children participate in activities provided by tha $A A UN DO OS8D 
optional program. > ‘ 
2 é \ 
- $. My children enjoy school more since “che initiacion of . S& A UW Dd gp’ . 
is the optional program. . a 
¥ ' 6. There te better communication between the school and : F SA A UN ~P «-$D = 
communi cy ae 8 réfule of the optional program. 
: "7. Joma community probleme are being addreased through SA A UN D_— 9D 
o optional program activities, : " 4 Ya 
6. Community resddente are helping lead optional 3 8A A UN* D- SD 
program activities. - ; : 
9. IT have eaen the community school coordinator working) ») SA A UW D&D 
with reeidents in the Ghemmuntty: 
. e ~ rt 
LO. | Community residents assist in determining the activities | SA A 'UN DD SD : 
offered in the optional eo 
LL, My impression of the aghool hes impcoped « as a yesult of - SA A UN: D. §D ce 
~ , the optional program, ; oo 
’ 12. The typee of optional progras’ activities itteced reflect a) a WD 8 
cha broblade ‘and needs of the community. ; ’ = 
. “13. Adults, an well as children, are participating in the _ SA A ON dD Sp ; 
optional program. 2 
_— 14. . The participation of local residents in the required pro-. $A A UN OD 8D t “4 
gram han increased since the initiation of the optional - 4 nie z 
* . pet in ; f - ‘ 
., progres saa ‘ . ae a 
' 1S. .. The optional program tries noc to duplicate services offered SA A UN 0. SD 
of fered by other namnctes in the commmity. — ‘ 
16. The optional progran has helped omr comatinity in ways SA A UN D_= $0 
‘- other than programs. wait? 
e : _ ; . ; 4 
- L7.. The commund.ty school coordinator listeng: to suggestions 8A A UN D_= 8D: bai 
as from people in the community. ae NO, 
# ; : ee : ” 
‘18, «LT have sade new friends in woexona progres, activities. . SA A COUWNCODSé#SDD 
ee X.. : 
19, A list of optional program activities is provided for —  ' 84 AC. YN DD 8D 
communi ty peeidentas ' . 
ee $ € 
"20, the cowmunity ‘fe involved in sia special avents " > SA A UN D_ -SD 
offered in the school. . ; - 
Sad : : a ae et Gah. “eg ae ' or ae = i < 
. : XN *e . 


program re: are to “the spieden: activities and programs offered by the . 
. Lakewood Communiey School Program. : 


ee a ae eee Gl, TAS dial 7 eS ee gt ge, oe TTT eS Ores Pe Oana qe - en a Me Te a rT ee ENA sie Pa ae ay * vik Pepe ty PRE ER rT Fae “ee ris ye pilaacons 
wou o® By f : nee 7 © ke > 3 . my 
ay = i . - ¢.-. . : ; Bs ie - - a Re - ‘ a 
Sac - ‘ 
. © 
7 . 
o | Pal ; : 
mt ' LAKEWOOD COMMUNITY SCHOOL PROGRAM . : 
c , ; a * 


. £ s a ee . 1 Cr: 
1. Ara you aware of the community school. (aowgundty education) program in : 
this commun tty? 


H 


Yes No 


eeorererereewinn 


- < If answer is "yes" go on to Question 3 and complete the survey. Se 


If answer te "no" wo on to Queetion 2.- 


2. Are you aware of activities for etudentea and adulta, such as, Auto Mechanics, 
“ * Karate, Spead Reading, Rebels parang s Slimnastics and Areadmaking? 


7 If answer iat "yea" $0. on te duxactna 3 and complete survey. : f ; 
Tf anawan, ia still “no give interviewea daacriptive flyer. . 
— { : 
\ 3. How did you learn about the peogrant (Mark an X for each method interviewee 
. responds to positively) I Z I. ‘ 
. Newapaper articles and pforurea Afriend si * 
. Newspaper paid, advettiaing . . Posters 
: , Radio announcements Brochures 
X My child ‘ Other di 
" A neighbor ‘ Se “ 


* 
‘ * 


4. The community schools (community education) program ie operated by: 


. 


- * 
L : : 
’ :" $. Can you name one or amore differant types of programs offered by the 
’ community schools, a education) program? : 
: : 7 . 
4 - = ‘ a 
. - . \ ° a 


. i= 5 - . “ 


s 


6. Do you know why che community gciasie: (community education) program is 
operating here?. 


. Pa . 2 
Yea : No ; 
‘ a id 
* Tf yes, explains oe * . 
= ‘ t ie nm - . > 
. Fi ¢ 


7; eee the proggan offer people in your neighborhood an opportunity to be 


: a parc of an pa committee to help plan activitias and future amie oe 
¢ ¢ ‘ 
~ Yaa No age Don't know 


NOTE; . If you wish to be put on the mailing list, £111 in the folloding: _ 


J 7 Wortions of these taterLals were excerpted from : 
ry Ergatan, by George $. Wovd, Jr. and David A. Santellanes shing Co., v 
Midland, Michigan 48640, 1973). . 


